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3 PH E Kaki drew = Theſe Refleftions for 
i his own profit, propofing to give Mr. Lind- 


Y | Toy s Apology a fair and candid examination, 
| und to receive truth wherever he found it.— He 
=p would not have preſumed to publiſh on the oc- 
| cafion, if he had been apprized of any abler Ad- 
| vocate undertaking the cauſe ; but after waiting 
| ſome time, and hearing of no anſwer, at leaſt 


| before this. was ſent to the Preſs ( owing to 
0 his diſtance from the Metropolis); he thought 


WW it . Was a pity, to let the affair continue aiſ- 
| - , regarded; and that a middling defence might be 
{ better than total filence, -which would have been 

1 


an implicit. ſubmiſſion. — Such, af. this is, the 
[ Author commits it to the bleſſing of God, and the 
[/ favourable peruſal of theſe Readers, tho! ar | 
how to make e 
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CATTERTCK, in YORKSHIRE, 


© Another may ſuggeſt arguments and motives to p 85 


% to be ert 


4 his own. 


& yall upon us to W * ſentiments, that he ſees 


ous and "dangerous; and to embrace 
Ind to do this is oftentimes a duty for 
% ſome perſons, and a part of chriſtian charity in 
all. — Mr, Lind/ty's Sermon at the opening of the 
© Chapel, in Efex-Houſe, page 7 


N 


Sold by ]. Buckland, in Pater-Nefier-Row ; W. Harris, 


in St. Paul's. Cherch-Yard ; and G. Keith, in , 
Church-Street, . 1774. 
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ought; any one to dictate to another, the title 


7 * — 
* 8 13 
71 . 
a 29 p l ? = % £ a * = * 
_ ” 1 bd Y © a, *% ey - . » V : — ; 
1 4 2 . a 4 
* = a 5 9 * 4 
* K „ en "Han a 4 5 a — ' 
* 2 e 1 1 — * r r . a # = ny 
* - 
* > 
e 
* . 4 * 2 * ung FY „ *%, * a er bn : 
i 2 * CE” * * _ = : 
% + +» * % 4 . "I 


a 
N IF [ hs 7X 


he ſhould give to his, lucubrations; but I was 


rather ſurpriſed, on the report of Mr. Lindſey's 
reſignation, to hear of an Apology for his con- 
duct herein. Had the book been entitled 
Reaſans for tl Rgfignation, &c. I ſhould not 
have wondered; for I muſt naturally ſuppoſe 
that no man would do ſo, withaut ſome rea- 
ſon—: ſome weighty: reaſon. I had heard in- 


deed of An Apalogy forthe life of Colley Cibber, 


* — 


Player; and An Apologyifor the life of Cunſtantia 
Phillips and thought there was enough i in 
to apologize for: but an Apo- 


logy for! 7 : reſigning 4 Valuable living, ſeemed to 


me altogether ſuperfluous, and the term un- 


* ſuitable. Would Mr. Lindſey apologize to 
the world 2.—Fhe world may admire at a diſ- 


tance, but is not a party concerned. Would 


Mr. Lindſey apologize to his ſucceſſorꝰ—1 


preſume he will readily. excuſe it. But 


would Mr. Lindſey apologize to his former 


pariſhioners ?—If this were admitted, I doubt 
it would Prag too much: I: mean, that if 
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the higheſt nature —And equally infufficient is 


an apology to them was neceſſary, it would 


have been as poſſible, ro raiſe a reformed-uni-- - 
tarian- church at Catterict in Yorkſhire, as Eſſex 
Street in the Strand, London; and that, upon 
Mr. Lindſey's own principles and profeſſions, 
it was at leaſt his duty, to have attempted it. 
— It may perhaps, be thought impertinent 


in me, to take notice of this cireumſtande; 
but the Rev. Apologiſt: himſelf led te to it, 


by a ſuggeſtion: or two of his own, p. 223. 

viz. that an attempt of this nature, would 
< have created confuſion, without any ud. 
* religious improvement -'or edification.” Un- 
happily, this is à conceſſion that contradicts 
the whole tenor of bis writings, in which he 
repreſents: the notions he ſtands up for, às of 


another ſuſpicion, hinted probably with a view 
of obviating this remark, viz. * that the peo. 
& ple, when he was removed from his work, 
< would probably return to tutir vll forms again,” 
an argument that might be as ſtrongly urged 
againſt all attempts to reformation whatſdever; 
and which happens to have the Taying of Ga- 
maliel directly againſt it, Acts v. 39. F his 
work bt of God, men cunmot overthrow it. — If 
then an Apology to his pariſhioners was at all 
neceſſary, ſome attempt of this nature, does 


not appear to be rorally unneceſſary. 
But very poſſibly it was nor neceflary ; and 


the word is not material.-I mean not to put 


any 


130 
any forced conſtruction, on the Rev. Gentle⸗ 


man's Proceedings. He could not conſcienti- 
ouſly continue, in his conformity to the eſta- 


bliſhed · worſhip.— The ſacrifice che has made 


to conſcience therefore, was right, was proper, 


was noble, and will have but few imitators ; 
yet I cannot ſay that I greatly like, what' the 
world calls pufſing.—In what heroic characters 


is Mr. Lindſey ſet forth in news- papers and 


reviews: ut for theſe he is not anſwerable: 

s exgry writer has acceſs to the news- papers; 
0, and the reviewers: are lever willing to make 
* the. world believe, that the balance of piety 
and good ſenſe is on the unitarian fide of the 
<« queſtion” — granted; — But how inuch do 
the writings of Mr. Lindſey himſelf ſer off their 
Author | How frequent the indirect encomi- 
ums at leaſt, on his fteadinefs in that which 


he judged: to be the cauſe of truth! In 


<« leaving a ſtation of cafe and affluence, in 
Which he hoped. to have ended his days. 
Leaving it with no proſpect of prefer- 
<« ment, but the contrary; to combat with 
« various ſhifts and hardſhips of an uncertain 
© world: (a) —Helatoured, and others are en- 
*, tered into his labours : This reſignation is 
frequently held forth to us, as a public de- 
| claration of an adherence, to a a fundamental 
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ps id ated to RY pariſhioners of Catthrick, 
page 1, 12. 
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principle in true religion, the belief of ent 


Cod; a doctrine which, it ſeems, heathens and 
heatheniſn, i. e. #rivitarian; (4) chriſtians deny. 


It is ſet forth as a public-proteſt-againſt an 
error almoſt equivalent to infidelity. It is 
even called, what I could never have imagined 
it, a confelſion of Chriſt befors men, (c) which the 
Rev. Author expects will entitle him to the 
approbation of his Judge in the great day.— 
* What does the Author confe/s:of his Judge 
<< aſked I, that will in the judgment, 2 
< ſo much to his advantage 2 A moment's 
reflection anſwered, . he denies. that ſupreme 
<« honour and reſpect, which in the opinion of 
other perſons, at leaſt as pions, as ſenſible, 
0 and as muck concerned to know the truth as 
„ himſelf, the ſeriptures clearly aſcribe to this 
„Judge, for with no propriety, can this 
denial be called a confeſſian of Chriſt. Mr. 
Lindſey quotes T he accbunt of the ejetted- mini ſ- 
ters, p. 208. He very plainly wifhes, to have 
his own caſe conſidered as fimilar:: Untaught 
and unthinking people may perhaps imagine, 
that they were all of his ſentiments, and his 

TO” a n imitation 501. theirs z but no 
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(ban trinity of divine: perſons, which in hos ordi- 
nary ſignification are confeſſed by all to imply three 
Gods, would paganize in ſome time the whole chriſtian 
church, which 7s heathen already in the majority of it's 
members, by occaſion of theſe'terms. , Apology, p. 197. 


(c) Farewell: addreſs, p. 12. 


HH 


two caſes can be more Arett 2 — Theſe 


ejeltel miniſters, an of them, believed the 
doctrine of a Trinity in the Godhead. Theſe 


miniſters, when filenced and ejected from 
the public exercife of their miniſtry, follow- 
ed the example of their bleſſed Maſter; hey 
drd not five, nor cry, nor did — hear their 


they. were le they oth mot! =" but 
all the contempt, obloquy, reproach and 
perſecution © which” wicked men could heap 


upon them, they endured, quieth and pati- 


ently, glad of every opportunity of doing 
good in a private manner; nor durſt they, 


amidſt all their difficulties, have forſaken 


the ſpot where formerly they had been made 
useful; -leſt they ſhould have been guilty of 


bf abandoning. the ſtations aſſigned them by pro- 


* Didence, and being found idle and unprofitable, 
44 when the great Maſter came to call for the 
« account. of the talent received.” (Apology, p. 
210.) Behald, we count an. Wet * en- 
Hure. James N Ir. 
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practiſed in our days than chriſtian- charity. 


Many have been the reflections on the party 


uſually ftiled orthodox for their. want of A. 
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provoking as any other whatſoever ; (d) but 


of all the — of ungharitablenefs, that is 


ihe moſt diſagreeable, which is cloathed in 


{mooth expreſſions, and carries with it the ap- 
pearance af good · nature; a dreſs exceedingly 


* . to caſt odium on the oppoſitt 
ſentiments, 


(4) It was in an evil == fays Mr. Lindley, that "OY 
4 the word Hereſy was applied to matters of opinion, p- : 
„. 23? But he himſelf condidly adopts a quotation from 

Bifhup 9 1 applying ĩt to the orthodox, there mul be 


kd N un * — 


herefies, that t they which are approved may be manifeſt. 1 
Cor. xi, 19. i. e. The Trinitarians are the wicked, 


and we the only ftaunch Chriſtians.” p. 179.-—** Pabliel 


« bodies of men are net" chargeable with the conduRt of 
«« private individuals, belonging to that body,” ſays 
Mr. Lindſey, ſpeaking of -the Feathers Tavern, p. 3; 
but the condu of former ages js, in the Apology, fre- 
quently inſinuated to the reproach of the Trinitarians 


in chis age; and the countenance which civil powers 
bave, rather ſorwardly. given to this doctrine, is called 


4 rhe giving of peauer and /irength te the beaſt,” Rev. 
xvii. 13+ p. 32: The doctrine of the Trinity, is even 


— compared to tranſubſlautlation; and the worſhip of Chriſt 
and the Holy Spirit, to the worlkip of a breaden God, 
yea to the worſhip of the Virgin Mam, p. 27 1 


would fain know! the determinate Sgibcation, of the 


| word Gharity,, if all this can cooſiſt with it. — For my 


thought theſe paſſages of the Apology, rather to 
vour of inve&ive than Charity; und calculated rather 


Tia a Aare alſe equally odioug, fhocking, untrue and 


uncharitable, which this Gentleman. gives of the ortho- 


dox ſentiments, p. 82, 83, &c. — Writers of his opinj- 
op, ſeem to challenge a liberty of mi ing their 
opponents, and REEL them be thought to believe, 


— What 


* 


'difeard, than benevolence and good - will. 


I 


5 


072 
ſentiments, and to make a deep im preſſion on 
unapprehenſive minds. To What 18 


a very conſiderable part of Mr. Lindſey's two 


firſt chapters, extcep; to lead unwary readers 
to conecive of the Unitarians us à ſet of chriſ. 
clans — for the Trutk ? and (us ex- 
N HD preſſed 


— — 


| 722 * 
only to be conſidered as the Paraat, but as the Moral - 


never ſo much as dreamed of. — God 3 is not 


Governor of the world: As ſuch he has given laws, 


on the obſeryance of which, the good of the whole de- 


pends: The honour of his government requires, that 


diſobedience to his laws, be not diſpenſed with: A law 
without penal. ſan#ions is of no greater authority than 


good advice: The laws of God, have been moſt atroci- 
ouſly violated, by the ſins of men ; conſequently puuĩch · 


ment was due 3 nor could be evaded without relaxing 


the force of the law, and opening a way for farther vio- 
lations ; This atonement to the law was.made by the 
obedience and death of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; the dig- 
nity 'of whoſe perſon is conſidered, as enhancing the 
value of what he did and ſuffered ; The love and mercy 
of God appears in his acceptance of this fatisfaQion ; 


when, if he had been fri@ to mark our inigaity, be might 4 


| juftly have infiſted on our own perſona} ſatigfation e It 
appears yet more, in his providing this adequate ſatis- 
faction ; as alſo, that the Lord Jeſus ſo freely gave im- 
ſelf a ranſom for many; The benefics of this ſalvation 
are applicd to the ſoul, thro' the influence of the Holy 


Spirit; and from the diſcoveries which. God has made 


of himſelf, Chriſtians have been induced'to worſhip him, 
as Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt.—But what a monftrom 
caricatzre has Mr. Lindſey exhibited of this plains A- 


trine { — Three equal Gods ; —— Que (che Father) of fowere 


and unrelenting juſtice, revengefſul, inexorable without full 
ſotizfagion, — Another (the Son) all love, firiving as it 
s 8 wire 
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preſſed in the Apology; p. 32,) „ That % 
<« oppoſite doctrine was firſt eſtabliſhed, and: 
<« hath, been l along ſupported by violence, 
* and the ſecular power ? In plain Engliſn, 
That its advocates were univerſally conſci- 


ous * could be »„— by no other 


Ag method. 


1 
— 


were to ee Abe Father to be mercifu!, and. ding. to 
glut the Father's revenge. — - The third (the Spirit) attend=" 
ing to Beo his gracious communicatiots,” and theſe three 
Gods but one'God. —Let the reader judge, which of theſe 
two is the orrhodox opinion. It is doubtleſs highly im- 
proper, to conceive. of God, as ſubjett to paſſions of any 
kind; but will Mr. Lindſey deny, that, in accommodation 
1 our ſcanty faculties, God ſpeaks of himſelf, as deter- 
mined to ſhew ruth againſt ſin? Does he not even ſay 
wengeatice is min Does not the Apoſtle ſpeak of God 
as in righteouſneſs taking vengeance, Rom. iii. 5; and 
as a conſuming fire, Heb, xii. 29 ?—Ts not zhe chaftiſement 
of our peace, ſaid to have been laid on Chriſt; and that 
it pleaſed the Lord to broiſe him, and put bim to grief, 
Iſa. Iii. 5, ro ? Why then is Dr. Watts ſo ſeverely 
reprehended, for the pious ſentiments quoted from his 
poems ? [Whether he altered his opinions or not, is 


reſerved for a future enquiry, but] Has he given any 


more than a "figurative and ſcriptural repreſentation, of 
peace being made by the blood of the croſs of Chriſt ? 
— But let us admit Mr. Lindſey” g poſition for a moment, 
to be the truth; God is not ftrit to demand fall RI 
« fation for a breach of his laws; He will not ſhew 
«< Wrath, Ke.“ It will equally follow that i in the day of 
judgment, ab well as the cafe of redemption, the Lord 


will not be ſtrict to mark every fin; — Carry this to the 


length it will go, and what, conſidering the manifeſt 
8 8 men oh fin, f is che natural effect of ſuch 
on . * d 


* 
5 


1 
method, — that it would not ſtand the teſt of = 
argument, — ſo they fled to the ſword ;' conſe- 
quently, the orthodox are perſecutors? — Is 
this charitable, : or conſiſtent with Mr. Lind- 
ſey's profeſſed aim in writing his Apology, 
viz. To promote that Charity, without which 
* faith that can remove mountains is nothing?” 
( (Pref.vp.iiv.) - I am far from-denying that 
Unitarians have been perſecuted; ſtill farther 
would 1 be from defending ſuch conduct; 
and this, I dare ſay, is the ſentiment of the 
orthodox in general at this time of day; it 
has appeared to be ſo by the ready concur- 
rence of many of them with Unitariaus and 
others, in praying for relief from perſecuting 
laws: — Would it not therefore, have been 
more pertinently obſerved, that doctrines the 
moſt ſublime have before now failed of pro- b 
perly affecting the minds of their profeſſors? 
Our Lord ſaid; that his kingdom is not of this 
world; but this has not prevented his pro- 
teſſed-followers from ſtruggling for temporal- 
. C dominion: 


1 * Lak. ao. * 3. * 2 


reaſoning 7 — Why, that every wicked man will look 
upon God as made up entirely of mercy and love; diſ- 
poſed to paſs by /mall fins, at leaſt upon a very ſuperfi- 

cjal repentance, — Every wicked man will look upon 
his own favourite fins, whatever they be, as ſuch ſmall 
fins. — The force of temptation and a thouſand ſhifts 
will be pleaded, to extenuate guilt; and I' confeſs, I 
know of no ſyſtem that leads more directly than this 
does, either in theory or experience, to unconcern about 
religion altogether ; to pradical Antinomiani/m. 


% 
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r 
dominion: Our Lord's immediate diſciples 
contended: which ſhould be greateft. Might it 
not have been more, pertinently obſerved, that 
power, lodged in the hands of men eſpouſing 


che beſt of opinions, has been often perverted 


to the worſt of purpoſes Men in power have 
ſometimes, a certain. pride in them, that will 
not beat contradiction. A miſtaken zeal for 
God alſo, has hurried even good men ta ac- 
tions, which cooler poſterity: has abhorred; 
hence, the diſciples of Chriſt would have called 
for . fire, fram. heaven to deſtrey the unkind Sama 
ritans.— Hence, particular | ſyſtems. of faith 
have been eſtabliſned by human laws, and the 
leaſt deviation from thoſe ſyſtems, expoſed to 


unjuſtifable ſeverities.—If matters merely ce- 


remonial, created ſuch confuſion, and excited 
ſuch unhallowed fury in the laſt century; no 
wonder that greater differences have been ac- 


counted crimes of a higher nature.—It would 


bave been but fair to have obferved, that the 
Arians, when they attained to power, ſhewed 
no better tempers than the orthodox. — But 
what does all this prove? — That religion 
and government ought to be kept entirely 
diſtinct.— That the magiſtrate*s province is 
the preſervation of the public peace; and 
that maiters of mere opinion do not come 
properly under his cognizance. This is the 


utmoſt to be inferred. — It no more follows 


that the doctrine of the Trinity 1 is untrue, be- 


cauſe 


( 14 ) 


cauſe it has happened to have the countenance 
of the-civil-magiſtrate, than that other uncon- 
troverted points are untrue; for the ſame rea- 


ſon:; or that chriſtianity itſelf is untrue, becauſe 


it has been forced into an alliance with the 
ſtate. It will no more follow, that the doctrine 
of the Trinity is falſe, becauſe it made a part 


of the charge againſt, Servetus, than that the 


immateriality of the Deity is falſe, the denial of 


which is alſo ſaid to have made a part of his 


inditment.—lc is no juſt conſequence, becauſe 


ecclefiaſtical-eſtabliſhments have adopted many 8 


human: inventions, that therefore every thing 


adopted by them, is of mere human- invention. 
At ought not to be made an objection to a 
particular doctrine, that ** it has had the ſanc- 


tion of human authority,” till firſt of all it 


be proved, to have no better ſupport; nor 
ought any thing to be inſiauated henee, to the 
prejudice of particular ſentiments, that do 
not, avowedly or directly, maintain perſecut- 


ing principles. —At this rate, what would the 
world come to? Where would quarrelling 


end? The very objection raiſed by Unitarians 
againſt the doctrine of the Trinity, the Anti- 
pœdobaptiſts might raiſe againſt the baptiſm 


of infants; the Sabbatarians againſt keeping 


the Lord's- day ; the Quakers f poſitive 
inſtitutions in general; and the Peiſts actually 
do make againſt the whole chriſtian ſyſtem ; 

hy It has been all along ſupported by violence 
| C 2 e 


„ 


* and the ſecular- power.“ — It is a proper 
maxim in controverſy as well as common life, 
Whatſoever ys would" that men ſhould do unto 
hau; de ye even ſo unto them, for this fs 1 ä 
law and the prophets; Matt. vii. 112 
There are many ways of filencing an op- 
poſer.— The dint of authority is one; a mul- 
titude of references to learned authors is ano- 
ther, — Unplaced, unpenſioned, and without 
acceſs to a variety of books, I cannot pretend 
to traverſe accurately, the facts whereby the 
Rev. Author would confirm the antiquity and 
extenſiveneſs, of his favourite notion.— It is 

poſſible, that there may have been Unitarians 

even from the apoſtolic- times; eſpecially as 

Juſtin Martyr records a ſect which denied that 
Chriſt was any other than the fon of Joſeph and 
Mary. (e) —But it ſeems to me a little unac- 
countable, if, according to this gentleman, 
* all chriſtians for upwards of 300 years after. 
8 "OP till the council of Nice, were generally 
cc Uni- 


8 hs. 


V * — 


"I 


(e) Not ſo cantlidl after all, as ; the 8 re- 
preſents this Father. — He did not ſpeak of this ſect 
with the appellation. of friexds: Juſtin being in the 
company of other people beſides Trypho, addreſſed the 
company preſent, by the title of O, friends / wusi Ties, 
% , N, & T0 70 nUETEPAU y Evous poke ov 
Tis dur XptsTov 2, Aube, Ns eg arp r 
ve οα,M aTogav0yeru os ov gorrifiepar: Jebb's Edit. 
1719, p. 142. It is impoſſible that Juſtin could ſpeak 

candidly of this ſect, as he could not but hate the princi 
ples they maintained. 


„ 


CAR. 
% Unitarians,” that this council ſhould fo early 
have had ſuch a majority, as to condemn the 
doctrine of Arius; to condemn it as a new- 
broached error; without adverting, that it was 
then the generally received doctrine; or being 
aware that it was the very catholic doctrine, 
which they and their predeceſſors had been all 
along preaching. My ſurprize has been great 
alſo, (upon conſulting the ancient creeds refer- 
red to in the Apology, p. 24. and King's Primi- 
tive Church, Part H. p. 73.) to find them, con- 
trary to Mr. Lindſey, expre/sly maintaining the 
union of the "divine and human nature, in the 
perſon f Chriſt. () -The truth is, that the 
Author 8 reaſoning on this e is rather 
con- 


* . 

WH 1 mean Wels that ſpeak directly to the ſubject, 
and from whence any certain concluſion can be drawn 
for either one ſide or the other; for as it does not ſeem 
to have been the di/pute of the day, theſe Fathers did not 
ſee a neceſſity, of ſpeaking ſo diſtinctly and poſitively as 
the Fathers who ſucceeded them; yet Irenceus ſays, all 
_ fleſh ſhall be raiſed up, that every knee may bend to. 
« Jeſus Chriſt,” 7% Kupio 1par, ta: Ot, ras grp, 
Xt Beg “t our Lord and God, and Saviour, and King; 
and of his incarvation, Tpſe per Je adunans hominem 
Deo, he in himſelf uniting man to God, p. 75. Tertullian 
calls the Son of God, his own word, which proceeded 
from himſelf by whom all things were made, p- 77. — 
Origen ſays, It is neceſſary to believe in the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, and all the truth, 7» rep &v70v rare. 
Iny ben, xat Tur arbpareolnle, which concerns both 
his God: * and his Manhoed alſo “ that the Son 

| „ was 


— 


8 


( 
| confuſed ; at , leaſt it appears, ſo to me, — 
N In page 24. he tells us firſt of all, that all 
1 Chriſtians in theſe ages were Loitarians: — 
| then, in the ſpace of two lines, that Sever aly 
| they, were Unitarians ; — afterwards, p. 138, 
it ſeems to be acknowledged, that the Gentile-. 
0 Fathers were otherwiſe minded, and believed, 
(as moſt certainly they did) that Chriſt par- 
took of the divine nature; but in order to 
qualify this, we are further inſtructed, that 
<< it Was a. e A" from their: ſtudy, 
| „ ad * 


1 N 2 7 . ” _ 
I ed * +, HS 44>; enn * e N Lag. \ * — ee. v. 


« 'was begotten, of the Father before any creature, „ 
ante omnem ereaturam, conſequently not himſelf a 
creature ; that tho” he was God, yet he was incarnate 
© and was a Man as really as that he was God, homo 
«© manſit quod deus erat; and that the Spirit is joined 
«© in digniiy and honour with the Father and Son, honore 
ac dignitate patri ac filio ſociatum.”” — Gregory tells 
us, that the Father, Son and Spirit are Tas Jeaia, 
1 | a perfect Trinity; and deſcribes the Son of God, in 
1 terms that would be now-adays, contemptuouſly digni- 
i fied with the epithet of Atlanaſſan; and could not con- 
_ fiſt otherwiſe than with his belief of his ſupreme Deity. 
—Juſtin Martyr Cum Tryph. p. 191, ſays, that he is to 
t be worſhipped as God and Chriſt ; ſee the note alſo: And 
Mr. Jones has produced a paſſage from the prophane 
Lucian in the ſecond century, in ridicule of the Trinity 
in Unity, © ©x-Tp1@V N 4% 695 Jpla, as a generally re- 
ceived doctrine of the Chriſtians; which would not 
have operated in ridicule of them, if it had not been 
true that they believed it. So litile the evidence that all 
or generally Chriftians were Unitarians, for 300 years 
\ after Chrift ! See Jones's Anſwer to 1he Eſſay on Spirit, 
pages 191, 2. | 
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<..of the Platonic-philoſophy ; an aſſertion, 
of which, by: the way, there is no particu- 
lar proof adduced, except certain | conveni- 
ent preſumptions and ſuppoſitions, and a 
jooſe quotation fron Le Clerc, p. 139. (89 
By this means however, the Unitarian-doctrine 
is confined to the Jewiſhi Chriſtians ; yet not 
all of the Jewiſh Chriſtians entertained right 
views of the ſubject; the company is ſtill 
farther reduced; and at laſt only the Naza- 
renes are confeſſed to have been the genuine Uni- 
tarians ; a ſect which, (if I am rightly inform- 
ed) retained all the ceremonies of the Old 
Teſtament worſhip, | burdened with all the 
unmeaning and ſuperſtitious additions of their 
forefathers the Phariſees ; and that differed 
from the other Jews, little more than in 
paying Chriſt the compliment, of his being 
the Mefliah, while their practices were nearly 
as corrupt as thoſe of the reſt of their nation; 
and Mr. Lindſey himſelf cannot deny that 
they retained /ome of the Jewiſh rites, —This is 
bringing the number into a very narrow com- 
paſs; tho' J am clearly of opinion, that could 
this Gentleman muſter up, many more ſuch 
ſects as the pure Nazarenes, the Goths, the 
Vandals and the Swevi (not to mention the 
Fews whom he ſo affectionately calls ne people 


ls. 4 


2 40 The e 1 — Tk contrary proved. in Park 
hurft's Greek Lexicon, under the word As, p. 349- 
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of God, p. 89; but our Lord called ie children 
of Satan, John viii. 44.) as aſſerters of the te- 
net he contends- for; I am clearly of opinion 
that no orthodox Chriſtian will envy him his 
company; — Judaizing Chriſtians, and a law- 
leſs banditti, are not very creditable aſſociates; 


nor does. it ſignify much what they believe. — 


As to the Neftorians it does not appear ſo evi- 
dent that they queſtioned the real Deity of the 
Son of God before his incarnation; (4) nor 
does Moſheim, as * wy o; r only ob· 
| | | * 


A 2 FY 
— 
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(k} There is 3 rather inadmiſſible in this 
Gentlemau's method of deducing the principles of the 
Neſtorians, p. 27, Note, —** Theodore, Biſhop of Mop- 
*© ſueſtia, pave a certain interpretation of Thomas's 
*« exclamation, Ay Lord and my Cod! John xx, 28. — 

„The Unitarians found it a coavement hint, and they 


_ »* embraced it; conſequently Theodore was an Unita- 


* 1jan,—The Neſtorians admired Theodore; therefore 
"or the Neſtorians were alſo Unitatians.“ — I oo nor ſce 
that, becauſe the Bilbop gave this ſolution of the text, 
thereſore neceſſariy he muſt have been an Unitarian ; 
for good men have ſometimes given a wrong ſenſe of 

particular texts; and I think, it ſhould firſt of all be 

proved, that the Biſhop did mean it in the Unitarian 
ſenſe ; could mean it in conſiſtency with no other; and 
that the Neſtorfans agreed with him in this ſolution; 

before the concluſion is drawn. — As to the interpreta · 
tion, it is no bright ſpecimen of Theodore's critical abi- 


_lities ; for the words Thomas anſwered and ſaid ants 


4 him, my Lord! and my God!” plainly evince them- 
felves to be not. a ſudden ejaculation to heaven, but 
a direct . iQ Ke See e Doddridge- 


3 
jected to the expreſſion, Mary the Mother of 
Gad, as exceptionable, becauſe it contained an 
idea of the Deity being .conceived in the womb 
of the virgin, which could only be true of the 
human · nature, to which the dine nature was 
united. (i) 

« Burt authorities of men are Nog it is 

< holy ſcripture alone which can decide this 
important point, and to that we muſt make 
« our final appeal; Apology, p. 23.-—It is 

of no importance to us therefore, what no- 

tions the innocent and ingenious Servetus, nor 
what Mr. Biddle held : not what Abelard of 
amorous, or Mr, Whiſton of poſitive and ſelf- 
complacent-memory entertained: not what Mr. 
Firmin or Dr. Samuel Clark believed: nor 
even if it could be proved that Dr. Watts was 
at length an unitarian, a Sabellian or Socinian. 
(4. —There was no neceſſity of prefixing to a 
propoſed Jan's: account of the true object 
| os ay” of 


PLEX * — r * : — 28 _ „ 
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(i) * Neſtorius aſſerted that ho were two perſons 
in Chriſt as well as two natures;” {Doddridge's Lec- 
tures, p. 401.) i. e. I ſuppoſe, he maintained that the 
divine nature ſhould be / far conſidered ſeparately 

. from the human, as that Mary could not be. the mother 
of our Lord as God, but only as Max. 


{#) To be ſure this has been often aſſerted, and is 
with ſome: ſour diſpoſitions, their favourite topic of 
declamation. It has even been malignantly reported, 
3 Dr. Watts left * him a tract, profeſſedly on 
| the 
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of divine-worſhip, ſo very flattering a tepre- 


ing, unleſs it were to lead the Reader, to pre- 
judge the cauſe before the evidence was heard. 


| doctrine muſt ſtand or fall. 


| turaP ſtate of Unis W k that the Trin- 


Doddridge and Dr. Jennings illiberally ſuppreſſed; a 
charge that, from all the inquiries I eould make, ap- 


red from the two pieces mentioned by Mr. Lindſey, 
that the Doctor favoured the Socinian hypotheſis. - — 


ment of Chriſt, may be ſeen in his Evangelical-Diſcour/es, 


_ aworſhipping Chriſt, as G "—M N in the fiſh, and as 


Ke: 3 


ſentation of the Author's peculiar way of think- 


(1) —T0 the law and to the'teftimony let us ap- 
peal; — What does the ſcripture declare of the 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt ? - The Bible muſt at 
laſt, determine the debate, * wy” 1 e 


Here then let me obſerve, for the true p. 


7 arians 


3 * * * _ 


* 


the inferiority of the Son to the Father, which Dr. 


2 83 —_— 


pears totally groundleſs. Neither can it be fairly infer- 


The miſtake which gave ground for this ſurmiſe, was 
his attempting to explain that which is not to be ex- 
plained.— What his views, in the latter part of his life, 
were both of the Deity of the Son of God, and the 
vindication of divine juſtice by the ſacrifice and atone- 


publiſhed in 1747, particularly p. 160 where the very 
doctrine Mr. Lindſey reproves, is ſtrongly inſiſted: on; 
I mean the pacification of divine avratſ by tlie death of 
Crit; and p. 163, where the chriſtian is deſcribed as 


one with the F ather. 


(1) ä nia Exordio videlieet} erase animis, 
maxime ubi frons cauſz non ſatis honeſta eſt, vel quia 
zes fit improba, wel quia hominibus parum probetur. 


Quintill. Ed. Rollin. p. 134- 


* 


C40: 


farians: have. never denied, that there is a ſank, 
in which the Son and Spirit, are in ſcripture ſpoken 
of as 1nferior:10, the: Father. We acknowledge 
that our Lord\as nan was inferior; and that 


as Mediator he umb led himſelf. | — We ac- 


| knowledge that the ſpirit is ſaid to be ent by 
the Father, and by Chriſt. John xiv,. 26. 
XV. 26.— Mr. Lindſey produces. a number 


of. paſſages; (n) to:ſhew that our Lord, when 
on earth, ſpake of himſelf as inferior to, and 


dependent on the Father; and as doing no- 


thing. of himſelf. But who has conteſted all 


this? Do e not aſſert that being in the form 
of 4 ſervant, he was in one eſpe as really a 
man as that being” in the form of God, he was 
in another reſpets truly God ? — It will be faid, 
chat it is r for the divine and human 

n 5 389450 nature 
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(m) The principal and moſt e of theſe texts, 
are John vi. 57, I live by the Father, viz, in conjunc- 
tion with the Father as his meſſenger. John vii 16. 
My doctrine is not mine, but his that ſeut me, i. e. not A 
doctrine / parate from the auill of the Father, and it is 
_ farther explained, v. 17. by being nor of himſelf, his 
own invention, or a doctrine merely human, to which 
purpoſe alſo, is John xii. 49.—xiv. 28, My Father is 
greater than J, is moſt evidently ſpoken of his ate of hu- 


miliation, becauſe it is urged as the reaſon why his 


diſciples ought to have rejoiced i in his going to the Father. 
q- d. Ye ought. to rejoice that I am about to leave 
« this world; becauſe I am now in a ſtate of inferiority 
and humiliation; the Father is greater than I am, as 
<<. I now appear.” In verſe 9th, he had ſaid, He thas 
hath ſeen me, hath ſeen the Father. 
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nature to be thus united in one perſon; bot 
furely, it was as poſſible for the Son of God 
to unite himſelf to the human- nature, (incon- 
ceivable as the manner of it may be) as it was 
poſſible for him to have inveſted himſelf wie 
the nature of angels; (5) yet the Apoſtle, in 
Hebrews ii. 16, ſpeaks of it as a great favour 
to us, that he did not, plainly implying that 
he #ight have done it, if he had pleaſed. 


* ſtate of the ben a is _ $f 


1 bete 
1 


F- Hat the Son of oh raken the Hapetic ati 


into usion wirk Biniſelf, in Wat hair? cold: this 
union have deen effected ? Here would have been no 
body for any Juperangelic ſpirit to have inhabited, 


the Anti-Trinitarians affirm, was the caſe i in our Lord's 


Incarnation) for the angels art purely fpiritual; Te 
- union then, between him and their nature, muſt have 


been in ſome mamer altogether inconceivable by us; 


and where is the greater difficulty of aſſerting him to be 


God, and to have taken the human nature into union 


with bimfelf, even tho? we cannot deſeribe the Manner 


of this union #.—T know no way of evading the fotte 
of Heb. ii. 16, but by ſuppoſing that Tele fe in 
this place fignifies to help; but this is firaining the 
word; there is no place in the New-teftament where its 


| natural and preciſe fignification i is zo helþ.—The inten- 


tion of our Lord's incarnation, was doubitef; to tulp : 
men; but the preciſe idea conveyed by this verb, re- 
ſpeQs the means whereby he helped them, viz. by bring 
made Hahn. — The ſtrict and literal meaning, i is ro tale 
hold of, to take on, i. e. inveſt; and the verſe well ren- 
dered, he took not on him, (he WL, not himſelf with 
the nature of ) the Angels; 3 Out he took on bim the feed 
of Abraham, | | 


: «< 21 ) 


4 there that honour and reſpect, paid to Chriſt 
e in the Bible, that would lead Chriſtians to 
« view him (in a ſenſe different from his humi- 
« Jjiatton, and independent of . his \ mbdiatoriel- 
ec Harder) as Cod? And are chere fuch 
* aſcriptions ic the Holy- Spirit in feriprare, 
« as warrant- Our: conceiwing of the Spirit as 
God?“ (o) Mr. Lindſey denies this) and tells 
us that out: Lord himſelf it John xvii. 3, 
cells the Father, hr only irud Gu; Ap. p. 6. 
The farhe is repeated alſo, p. 217 and it has 
been ſo often repeated, and the argument from 
it in favour of the Unitarian-icheme, ſo often 
refuted, that I am ſurprized that gentlemen are 
not aſhamed to urge it. We do not deny, that 
the Father is the ozly true God, in oppoſition 
"Ga ALES f Gods; but did our 
1 Lord, 


—_— 


„ The Jews, conſulting only one fide of the vel. 
tion, from the grand deſcriptions of the Meſſah's ori- 
- -ginal Kats; of his exaltation, and the glories of his ſpi- 
ritual kingdom, expected that he would have appeared 
on Earth as a triumplant tongueror; forgetting that he 
was alfo to be 2' #4# of ſorrows, and acquainted with 
grief; from this imperfect notion therefore, they 4h ν, 
an Hecteu Mn; and it is a miſtake ſomewhat ſimilar, 
that is made by thoſe that deny the Deity of Chriſt; 
looking only to the deſcriptions of his human-nature, 
and medintorial character; they loſe ſight of other ſerip- 
tures, which ſpake alſo of his proper Deity ; which ſhould 
be viewed in conjanction with the former; aud by 
which means, -Chriſt may be conſidered as God, yer 
manifef in the fleſh, 1 Tim. ii. 1, & 
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2 | 
Lord, in this place, intend" to except himſelf? 


Did he "mean {that he was not God ? Did he 
not in the former Chapter, (John Xvi. 15.) 


ſay, ALL+THINGS. that the Father hath, are 


mine? And is not the very title of the true Go 


in another place applied to Chriſt, 1 John v. 


202 This text is no more to be taken to the 
exception of the Son, than Jude 23, (where 


Chriſt is expreſsly called, the only wiſe. God,) 
D is of the Father. —In like manner, the 


Son is called the Blaſed and only Poatentate, 
King of Kings, and Lord of Lords. 1 Tim. vi. 
I 5. Tag not to the © exception of the Father; 
| p< 1 41112 SN 3-4 mario / Feit. a „er 
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.* £0) *<It fowl to me, ak wks dies Pied bete 
« moſt immediately intended, is or Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
Who is principally ſpoken of all along i in the preced- 
ing context, and is often tiled, by way of eminence, 


„ the Saviour, and God our Saviour, as in Eph. v. 23. 


4 Phil. iii. 20. Tit. ii. 13. 2 Pet. i. 1. and is here 
called the only wiſe God, not to the excluſion of the 
« Father and Spirit, but only of all Idols, John xvii. 3. 
And as his pręſenting us faultleſs, before the preſence of 
« his glory, verſe 24, manifeſtly relates to the time of 
his glorious appearing to Judgment, for executing 
2 dreadful. ſentence on the Ungodly, and ſhewing 
«© mercy to believers unto eternal life, (v. 14, 15, 21.) 
+4 $6* this exactly agrees with the work, [e, preſenting 
« the Church to himſelf, | that is peculiarly aſcribed to 
„ him, as the Sawiour,. of the” Body, and Head of the 
© Church, Eph.. V. 23—27. But I don't find that the 
.*« Prezentation of the church at the ball * is. cb r 
aſcribed tb GA 227 Father.” 


* Guyle" $ Paraphraſe, 3 in locum. 


wo 


. (23) 
or if it be contended that the Father is meant D 
there, yet certainly not to the excluſion of the 
Son, who is indiſputably called, in Rev. xvii. 
1 King of. Kings, and Lord of Lords. —So in 
Matt. xi. 27, the Father is ſaid only to. know 
the Son, and the Son only to know the Father, 
and yet, 1 Cor. ii. 10, the Spirit is ſaid to 
Search all things, even the deep things of Cod; 
and in the very next verſe, is ſaid exclufvely.to 
not the things of God, yet certainly not ex- 
cluding the Son. (40 In ſhort, nothing 1 is more 
clear than that our Lord in this text, ſpeaks 
of, himſelf merely as the Mediator or ſent of 
God; but Mr. Lindſey has prevented this re- 
mark, by an apt quotation from Grotius, which 
was written at firſt, I am perſwaded, with a 
different view from that of its tranſplantation | 
into the Apology; , * de ſe modeſte, in tertia perſona 
4 <.. Joquitur,” tho I confeſs, I have not diſcern- 
'S ment ebougb to underſtand, how Jeſus ſpake 
ö of himſelf modeſtly, [modeſte} if there was not 
a ſenſe, in which he was entitled to higher 
honours than he claims in this verſe; we never 
account it modeſty in an Ambaſſador, not to 
"IIA to be his Sovereign. (7) 


A capital 


20 See this text illuſtrated in a- pamphlet, in the 
"controverſy between Evans and Harwood; entitled, 4 


Reply to a Letter to the Rev. Caleb Evans. Printed for 
Buckland, 1766. DE 


Cr) It is now become ſo faſhionable, among many 
of the friends; "ar well a as the enemies of the doctrine 
; of 
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( 24 ) 
A cap tal article however and principally de- 
cifive | in fa controverſy,'is, whether worſhip is 


— is ſeriptare offered to Chrift and to the Holy Spirit? 


Mr. Lindſey ſeems aware of this; for tho he 
does in a flight manner, incidentally, ſpeak of 
Chrilt as interceſſor, he plainly declares, p. 177, 
1 that wwe ought not to addreſs prayer, to the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, even as Mediator; and p. 14 i, he 
maintains, the impropriety of prayer to him, 
„ at all unleſs he be the ſupreme God“ We 


readily agree with the Rev. Author in this; 


and heartily approve of Archb. Tenniſon's 
words, that to ſuppoſe * a creature, 
| cc yet 


A 


of the Trinity, to cry down the authenticity of, 1 John 
v. 7. (fee Michaelis's lectures, p. 381; Velthuſer's defence 
of the three firft chapters of St. Mattheev, p. 23.) that 
an attempt to defend it, would be chought ridiculous, 
and be ſufficient to faſten the impatation of 5//iterare, 
upon the defender. — ] chuſe rather, to ſuſpend my 


_ own judgment of the matter, freely confeſſing my in- 
| competency for the determination; yet perſwaded that 


the words contain an important truth, ſuſſiciently ſup- 
ported by other parts. of ſcripture, whether they were 
in the original copies or not, —But I cannot diſmiſs this 
text, without inſerting the opinion of Mr. Simon Brown 
concerning it, © It ſeems an argument with me; that 
* the famous text in John, was no interpolation of the 
« thanafians; for if for their purpoſe, they inſerted this 
* paſſage, why did they not make it ſpeak home? And 
©« to theſe Three are one, have added, conſubſtantigl, c- 
„ equal, and coreternal, and carried the point againſt 
all oppaſers ? Brown's Anfaver 40 SAY 
_ as old as the Creativn, p. 180. 


6 25 ) 
© vet to give worſhip to him, i is an abſolute in- 
= conſiſtency, and a ſpecies of idolatry.” 5 = 
Worſhip indeed ſignifies the higheſt expreſſion 
of reſpect, that can be paid by one Being, to 
another; and as there are paſſages of ſerip- 
ture, that Jook lite the giving worſhip to Chriſt 
and to the Spirit, Mr. Lindſey ſtrenuouſly 
1 to put a Aifferent gloſs upon them.. 
| e begins P. 10g, with the vaptiſmal. form, 
Matt. XXV1U, 19. — Baptiſm is an inſtitution 
of Chriſt, whereby his diſciples enter upon 
the, public profeſſion. of his religion. Some 
chriſtians think it alſo, an appointed method, 
of deyoting their infant-offspring to God.— 
Take it in either way, it has been juſtly con- 
ſidered as a very high act of worſhip; yea, 
one of the hig heſt acts of devotion a man can 
be i in; and the Father, the Son, and 
E Be 


.- PEW 9 * * 6-4, ID _— TESTS ETSY — — 


0 N 0 * Ae Chit i is a ris” yet made 
« ſuch a God, who can hear all prayers, ſupply all 
| 10 wants, give all graces needful to his body the 
«© Church, know all the ſecrets of all thoughts not 
«© directed to him, govern and judge with wiſdom all 
4 the world, and to worſhip him under this divine 
notion; what is it elſe than paying homage to a 

*« preſumed creature, which is due only to the one very 
a God? For what apprehenſions greater than theſe do 
« we entertain, concerhing the true God, when we 
ae; "CHF ERIN mad confide in him, or revere him?“ 


c 


6 1 TEE 1113 8 


Tenniſon of Idolatry, Ch. ix. p. 174. 


1 


the Holy Ghoſt, being mentioned in the form, 
E 8 any diſtinction made of fuperior and 
inferior reſpect, it has from thence been con- 
cluded: that equal honour is paid to each; who 


of conſequence, are the one God fpoken of in 
the Bible. Mr. Lindfey ſays not; and p. 107, 


| he profeſſes to produce other paſſages, which 


he preſumes are parallel, and confute this no- 
tion, becauſe that in theſe paſſages, God is men- 
tioned in conjunction with other Brings, confe Nah 
inferior; from whence He infers, chat the Son 
and Spirit being joined with the Father in this 
act of worthip,: is no argument of equality. 
— The firſt text he brings, is 1 Tim. v. 21. 
I charge thee, faith the Apoſtle, ' before God 
and the eleft Angels; but this proves juſt 


nothing ; for the Apoſtle is not here in an att of 


worſhip, either to God or the elect angels, As 
little can be drawn from 1 Sam. xii. 18, the 
people greatly feared the Lord and Samuel; for 
the hiſtorian is not ſpeaking of worſſip to God 
or Samuel, but the effect of a remarkable 


miracle, in convincing the Iſraelires of the 


awfulneſs of God, and the authority of his 
prophet. —With no greater force of evidence 


are ſeveral other texts there cited. The only 


one of any weight, is 1 Chron. xxix. 20, the 


people worſhipped the Lord and the King. —1 


imagine this is thought to be deciſive of the 
point; and. I have no doubt but it is. — 
e Mr. 


. 4 


Mr, Lindſey- 80 argument, if I do not. miſtgke 
i, will ſtand thus, | 


AE worſhip 18 qi ave to God: 

But 
Dial is, in union: ey God, ſaid 
here to be worſhipped; tho certainly no 
oOdject of divine worſhip.- Therefore, 


In the baptiſmal- form, the Son and Spirit 
may be mentioned, in conjunction with the 
Father, and yet no objects of divine * 


Q. E. D. 


But Ale [ freely admit the mannes Tam 
obliged ta draw a different concluſion from 
the Author's, — Divine worſhip is honour of 
the higheſt nature, and due only to God; 
but ſovereign-princes are in ſcripture, in an 
accommodated ſenſe, called Gods; becauſe, in- 
veſted with the higheſt worldly dignity and 
authority, they are ſupreme here below, and 
emblems of him, whoſe kingdom ruleth over all. 
— In the ſame accommodated ſenſe therefore, 
* worſhip is attributed to them, i. e. in the 

higheſt worldy ſenſe; ſo in this text, each had 
the higheſt reſpett of its kind, paid to him : 
to God was given religious worſhip; to the 
King civil worſhip, viz. homage. As it is not 
diſputed therefore, but that, in the baptiſmal- 
form, there is ſome ſort of reſpect or honour 
paid to the Son and Spirit, by their being 
mentioned together with the F ather ; the only 

; > <2 remain- 
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remaining queſtion is, Do we intend 


* honour civil, or religious? The firff is 
foreign to the diſpute. Religious honour, is 
therefore meant, i. e. they are worſhipped as 
partaking of deity, in conjunction with the 
Father; (u) for, with Mr. Lindſey, I cannot 
ſuppoſe an inferior ſort of religious wonſhip, 


o 4 * . * - 1 

1 as | ” ww. l * 
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(4) This argument from 1 Chron. XXiX- 20, „ being, 
ſpecious and popular, is reſumed in à note to the intro- 
duRory ſermon at Eſſex-Houſe, p. 24, as a kind of 
reply to the preſumedly. religious worſhip, 'that ig en- 
joined to Chrift in Heb. i. 6, Les all the angels of God 
avor/hip kim. — Mr. Lindſey ſays, that ** this is not re- 
<< Jigiozs wotſhip.” 1 beg to know what worſhip then? 
In my apprehenſion; it muſt be either worſhip civil or 
religious; I can ſtrike no logical medium bgween the 
two.—But he ſays that Worſhip is a relative term, of 
0 different fgnification, according to the ſubje& to 
« which it is applied. —Be it fo; It intends howe- 
ver the hight} honour of thi kitd 5 either of & wetldly. 
or a ſpiritual nature, — In any other view of its different 
fignification, I cannot ſee any propriety in the ange! = 
prohibiting John from worſhipping kim, ſaying, evorſhip | 
God, Rey, xxii. 9, — Might he not, upon Mr. Lindſey's 
Principles, have lawfully accepted of John's worſhip, | 
as — Proper mark of reſpe& to him, i in his preſeat ſta- 

. character? — In truth it ſeems clear that 
John ad miſtook this Perſonage for Chriſt himſelf; 
and accordingly would have worſhipped him, till che 
angel inſtructed him better who he Was. — Bat if; by 
this word ui Hrent, the Author means ſuptrior and i 
rior honour of the am- hind or natures, ſuppoſe that, for 
the ſake of illuſtration, we take it in a civil ſenſe; ſup - 
poſe that inſtead of the Fon worſhip, we ſubſtitute the 

more 


— 


( 29 ) 
as long as that- command is in force, thou alt 
worſhip the' Lord' thy God, and him only alt 
thou ſerve. Deut. x. 20. Mat. iv. 10; and it 
is forbid 10 dv ſervice 10 them which 2 Ty 
are not Gods, Gal. 1 77 EET 0 

It will ſtrengthen what I have obtstver 
here, if we take notice of one or two of 
Mr. Lindſey's own conceſſions en this 
part of the ſubje&, viz. © Phat this 
„ form was not always adhered te in the 
« adminiſtration of - baptiſm, p. reg, for 
which he refers us to Acts xi. 39, be baptized 
every one of you in the name of the' Lord Fefas, 


and other places.—Ir appears to me not im- 


probable, that 'tho* the names of the Father 
_ Spirit a: ack not pip rag n in this 


tits | Patzer. J 


„ 0 2. 
adv So 1 — eos aw 232 4 be + 5 Bs 


more common with homage i into the Author 3 —— | 
and fay © Homage is # relative term, of different Li. e. 
„ ſiperier or inferior Þ 1 according” to the 
« ſubjeQ to which ĩt ĩs applied. Does.not the falla- 
cy of the reaſoning appear very plainly ? — Would it 
not be ridiculous, to give homage to an ambaſſador, be- 
ctſe he, in à ſenſe, perſonates his king? To give ho- 
mage to a prime · mi niſter, beeauſe he directs the affairs 
of government ?- Or to magiſtrates, becauſe they admi- 


niſter juſtice, by commiſſion from their Royal Maſter?— 


Is not homage a, prerogative peculiar to Sowereigns, by 
whatever les they are called? And can there be a ,- 
perior ind of ' homage, proper for a Monarth, and ano- 
ther kind of howage for his fue? As far as I un- 
derſtand things, I preſume not; nor that there can be 
any religious ⁊borſhip, without the acknowledgement of 
the divinity of the 027e2, to which it is addreſſed. 


1 
paſſage, yet that they are implied, and were 
united with that of the Son, in the a2nal- 
adminiſtration of this ſacred ordinance; but 
what if we admit Mr. Lindſey's poſition to 
be juſt? He will not deny but that the admi-- 
niſtration of baptiſm in the name of the Father 
implies divine worſhip to Aim; but it is re- 
markable, that tho we have the name of 
Chriſt mentioned, without the Father or Spirit, 
we do not read of baptiſm, in the name of 
the Father or Spirit, without the Son; and 
what will follow from hence? Why that there 
is ſuch dignity in the perſon of Chriſt, that 
the glory and grace of God as Father and 
Holy Spirit centre in him; and that baptiſm, 
an high act of religious worſnip and devotion, 
cannot be properly adminiſtered without a 


8 religious regard to him, i. e. worſhip given to 

I him; and thus the argument, which the 
* author delivers with ſuch an air of triumph, 
"8 turns Dut the very reverſe of what he meant 
119 it to be, it makes direttly againſt him; as like- 
4 wiſe does his reaſoning, from 1 Cor. 1. 15. 
is p- 108; for the Apoſtle knew, that baptiſm, 


was ſo ſacred an inſtitution, and the worſhip. 
rendered: in it ſo completely divine, that he re- 
jIoiced, becauſe he had not baptized any of 
theſe diſorderly eue, ; leſt they ſhould 
have been tempted to give that honour to him 


| the. meſſenger, - which was due to 50 Lord 
! who ſent him. us 


ae Fx 8 {3 * 
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This point ſettled, and worſhip I hope 
1 from hence, to belong to che Son and 
Spirit; it will make way for our obviating 
other difficulties with leſs trouble. In ſeveral 
parts of the New - Teſtament hiſtory, we find 
people ſo ſtruck with the majeſty of. Chriſt's 
appearance, and the aſtoniſhing» grandeur of 
his miracles, that, beholdisg his glory, (the 
glory as of the only-begotten of the Father, 
John i. 14.) they worſſipped him; and he 
ſhewed that he did not diſcourage ſuch wor- 
mip, becauſe he did not at any time prevent 
it; {ſee Mat. viii. 2.— xv. '25.—xxviii. 17. 
Iba ix. 38. &c.) He did not indeed, pro- 
feſſedly inſiſt upon worſhip, when upon earth; 
for that would not have been conſiſtent with 
his ſtate of voluntary humiliation; and this 
remark will ſuperſede many of the th 
Author” s objections. For inſtance, - 


Page 7th, he tells us, * that the malicious 
Jews, perverting our Lord's words, calumnt- 
ated him, as making himſelf equal with God,” 
John v.18; —A ſimilar calumny we have quoted 
from John x. 33; the Jews charged him with 
blaſphemy, for that ke being, as they thought, 
4 mere man, made himſelf Ged. However, 
as we go along, we are taught to underſtand, 
that by the expreſſions -of *© making himſelf 
"God, and equal © with God, the Jews af- 
ter all, did not really mean Cod and equa! 
ec with Od; but only the ber a 
— * divine 


from the '2UP 


( 32 


. divine power and authority,?? — But dies 
irhe Author ſeriaiſiy think that they meant 
uothing. more by theſe. phraſes ? According to 

this interpretation then, the paſſage John x. 


33, mult in the ſpirit of it, have run thus; 


not fur a good wark do aue ſtoue thee, hut far 
iajpheny, and becauſe! thot tau being a man, 
1 divine power and authority ; which 
is ſo duct, that the Author has too much 1n- 
genuity to be fall inſenſible, that this is nt 
che meaning af the phraſes. (A) — Suppoſe 
Mr. Lindſeyꝰs explanation to be the true ane; 
and admit, that it was 4 calumny for the Jews 
to aſſert that Chriſt © aſſumed a divine power 
nnd authority, #hout any warrant far it d, 

ynt what made it ſp worthy of particular ab- 


ſervation, that he, Jing 4 Adan, aſſumed ſuch 


authority ? Would he have been the only Man 
that had pretended to a divine commiſſion? 
In truth, nothing can be more unnatural than 
ahe e * ee af theſe two . 

IE 17 In 


(5 1 . * 1400 dS a4 * 4 «a + # = - © » > -&p C . 
1 8 


eg eee wan . 8 * 
Gid; applied do the Meſſiah, did, according to · the re- 
cei red qpinions of che Jews, dignify one poſſeſſed of the 
divine nature; the hint- of which was' perhaps drawn 

fam: and if this: was / the genetal acceps 
dation of he phraſe, then ur learn what ſenſe ito 
Int ppon the Eusnch's ennfeſſian af faith, in anſwer 
10 Philip's ;enguiry,, Ads viii. 35. vil. That, quieh 
all hir heart, he believed in and received Chriſt Jeſus, 
as yy true God and almighty Savimr. Ap: p. 105. 


CP 
In John v. 12, Jeſus ſasd, My Faller 2b. 
eth hitherto, and I wort *(0)18 John x. 36, 7 and 
ny Father are ome: By the for#er; the! Jews 
under ſtood kim to pietenll to che ane works 
as Gall; and by calling Got his Father, to 
exalr himſelf 10 the rank of Deity, ef which 
We the ww Ml to wn 
apr 


— 
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(4%) John 1. 15, „ n 0 cir an NMuffration of the. 
Auth id which the works done by the Father are 
done alſo dy the Son; that Mr: Lindſey, p. 80 is obliged 
FB pg the Logos or Werd of God, to be only an 
| for God himſelf; which is granting 1 more than 
he'ts aware'df, er would be willing to allow - for verſe 

I., that Very 4vord, who is v. 1, called G. aud 
a; 3. Hh all he due mud, is (aid: to have been 
made flaſhy aud to divell arleng ir, — The Apoſtle Jan 
has, a like way of ſpeaking, 1 John iii. 1—5, which 
may with Ghhderable ſtrength be urged in proof of the 
Soff's Toprenie Befty.— Bella, ſays he, what nianner 
of live the arm hu beflowwidl upon as, that dot fol 
be called the Sent of God; after which he goes on to 
ſpeak of the ame perſon who is here called God and 

J. 5, declares him to have been made manifeſt to take 
dtoby our Hat, i i. e. the Son of God is really that God 
wo thildrin abt obe; and Be was manifyt tn the feſt 
fof the purpoſes of our ſalvation, If it be ed, 
that here is not a proper Ameo, pteſerved be- 
« tween the Father and Son,” 1 can only anfwer as 
Mr. Lindſey does ſomewhere, that the Apoſtles called . 
« the Fathéf and Son, Lord; Saviour, and (I may add 
«© God) promifoucitly, without entering into the conſide- 
«« ration, that any perſons would miſtake theſe expreſ- 
„ ſions as if ſpoken of two different Beings,” which 
they Ws 3 of one Being in different reſpects. 
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( 34 ) 
plicit iconfeſſion ; therefore they would have 
ſtoned him as a blaſphemer.— But they per- 


<« verted his words and calumniated him we 
« are told.” Our Lord in his defence, did 
“ not pretend to be God, nor equal with God.“ 
a And it is as certain that he did not deny the 
charge brought againſt him; and why he did 
not inſiſt upon it more openly we have juſt 
ſeen. But in John v. 19, he ſaid, the Son 
<* can do nothing of himſelf, but what he 
% ſceth the Father do.” True! And if other 
paſſages of ſeripture prove him to be God, 
nothing more can be inferred from this, than 
that, as Mediator, he acted agreeable to the 
will of the Father, and the errand. which he 
came upon; and. could not, conſiſtentiy with the 
end of his miſſion, act otherwiſe. When we ſay 
that God cannot ſin; we do not ſuppoſe this 
truth, any implication of weakneſs in God; 
and tho we grant freely that our Lord . 
in other places, ſpeak of himſelf in the cha- 
racter of inferiority; ; the remaining clauſe of 
this verſe, makes it plain, that he had it not 
in view here; for what things ſever the Father 
doth, theſe alſo doth the Son likewiſe. — In the 
ſame chapter, v. 22, 23, Chriſt ſaith, that the 
Father hath committed all judgment to the 
“ Son; that all men ſhould honour the Son, 


& (Abos TI@®g1 Tov arten) Den a they ho- 
60 nour the Father; * Mr. Lindſey maintains 


"thay 


4 


6 380 


that this honour was not to be pa to 


him [ſo much on his own account, as out 
< of reſpect to God who ſent him,” p. 8.— 
And when he will prove that an Ambaſſador 
has the m_ en, (1 don t mean in the ame 
to 7 as to his fovercign, we'll hearken to 
him. The houſholder in Matt. xxi. 33, who, 


after ſending his ſervants to the huſbandmen 


unſucceſsfully, at laſt ſent kis Son, ſaying, they 
will-reverence my Son, v. 37, expected not the 
ordinary reſpect of a ſervant to 'be given to 
him; but particular ' honour, as the *ſon of his 


100. and the heir of his eſtate. 


The candid Reader will excuſe one that I 


hive not animadverted on the paſſages in the 


ſame” order that they lie in the book. The 
Apology is ſo exceedingly rhapſodical, that it 


is rather difficult to bring things under any 
arrangement. —Page 113, another text is pro- 
poſed by the Author, as containing, in the 


opinion of the orthodox, the doctrine of a 
Trinity in Unity; viz. 1 Cor. xii. 4, 5, 6, 
Now there are diverſities of "gifts, but the ſame 
Spirit. And there are differences of adminiſtra- 


tions, but the ſame Lord. And there are diver- 


fittes of operations, but it is the ſame God, that 
worketh in all. I hope this is not brought as 
one of the principal texts, that ſeemingly 
favour this doctrine. There is certainly no- 
F 2 | thing 


F 
_ thinghemoyftrative in it on either fide ; but 
admitting it t be-preved from other ſorip- 
Lures, that the Son and Spirit are God, and 
worſhipped as ſuch in the ſacred writings; 
this text may be nat improperly canſidered as 
2 4efrrighion-of the — of the Tridity. 
2 Vor. Xi. 14, is more to our pu 
Ihe Apoſtle prays for his Corinthian friends; | 
the grace of aur Lord Feſus Chriſt, and the love 
of (og, and the communion of the Holy-Ghoſt, be 
with you all. Mr. Lindfey's remark; “that 
the words Holy -Shoſt, may perhaps —__ 
the gift of the Holy-Ghoſt, as in Acts xi. 38,” 
makes nothing far him; unleſs he proves TA 
theſe gifts and aſſiſtances do not proceed from 
one perſanally ſpoken of in the Bible, under the 
name and title of the Holy-Ghoſt : — ©< But 
* this is not a prayer we are told, but a pious 
* Wiſh,” (Ap: P- 115, repeated alſo p. 144.) 
And I alle © * what is a w/h?” It is either a 
Prayer, or it is prophayenaſe,—It is either a li- 
ing up of the heart to God; ar it is a defire 
_ of the mind, without: any. acknowledgment 
of God, the fountain and giver of all good. — 
Which is the moſt probehle view of this ape 
tolic-benediciion ? Will Mr. Lindſey fay, that 
the A poſtle wiſbed theſe bleſſings for his cor- 
reſpondegts, without putting the. wiſh up a 
2 prayer to God the Father? — It would * 
the wiſh not to be a pieus one; and the Apoſtle 


to 


— 


69 2 
0 be dſtitute of true religion. (w) — I then 
he put it up to the Father, he did the fame 
to the Son, and to the Holy-Ghoſt, who are re- 
garded by him equally, and without: any dif 

tinAion of inferiority. vey 
Upon the ſame Prep le alfs, two other 
paſſages, quoted I, Are juſtly looked 
on as prayers; viz. 1 or. i. 3. Grace Ns ou, 
and peace from Cod our Father, ang the 4 
Feſus Chrift. Rom. i. 7. 1 Theff. iii. 3. Noro 
God himſelf, even our Lale and our Lord Teſus 
Ghrift, dire our - -wway to you. 2 Thefi. 11. 
16. — Nor does the objec ion from Rev. i. 
invalidate the argument; for the ſeven þ} rits 
there ſpoken of, are naturally explained as a 


ſymbolical reprefentation of the Holy-Ghoſt, 
in alluſion to the variety of gifts flowing 
from him.— If they intend any inferior ſpirits, 
I am at a lofs to account for the precedence 
in rank given them here to Chriſt, who is the 
. * TAP . v. 75 and if they do not 


injeat 
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2 Mr. Emlyn's argument. that this is a mere wiſh 
EE not a Prayers, drawn fram Col. iy. 18, Gre be 
with You all, is downright ſhuffling; and diſcovers no- 
thing more than Mr. Emlyn's ſkill in the arts of ta- 
ſoning. “ We migbt % Vell, ſays he, ſuppaſe this 10 
de prayer to grace. 4 Undoubtedly ; it was a Prayer 

for grace. Can we imagine the pious Apoſtle do wiſh 
for it without praying for it? The whale then is juft 
as if he had fa d. „ pray that grace may be with on 
all, v» and ſhews that the prayer was put up, er te 
grace, but to the God of Grace. 


(.38-)- 


intend. the Holy-Ghoſt, I am equally puzzled 
to account for, it, that while other ſpirits are 


mentioned, ( he ſhould be omitted; ſeeing 


that grace and peace, which are here wiſhed 
for, are communicated thro? the ſpirit's influ- 


ence, and, upon almoſt every hypotheſis, he 


18 allowed to be ſuperior to the higheſt created 
angel“. Fer Dodaridge's Note. in locum. 


"Tho this argument is concluſive of itſelf, 
whatever be the meaning of the lamb's ſeven 


eyes, which are the ſeven ſpirits of Cod, ſent into 


all the earth, Rev. v. 6; yet with propriety, 


may they be interpreted of the ſame ſpirit, 


whoſe influences proceed thro' the mediation. of 


the Son, and extend thro the whole church. 
Angels or meſſengers cannot be intended; 
<. becauſe. (as a great Author obſerves) the 
< title Spirits F God, 1s not a term applied 
** to angels.“ 0 ) To. which. I add, that the 
reaſoning | of the Rev. A pologiſt from... ſuch 
texts as theſe, muſt needs be indeterminate; 
as it goes upon a grand critical error: I 
« * thought, 0 till now) that dark — were to 

— — et be 


— 

1 Ie is NPE ed, that da the texts immedi- 
1 preceding,” the Father, and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
are named, without any expre/5 notice of the ſpirit; 


but nat wn other brings inforfor to me Hirit, are men- 
tioned.” $3 9 


. Vockati# ſeptem hi LIKE foivitas Dei; quo | 
oe! nomine, creatum uſllum ſpiritüm in {acris dici, non 


* memini 8 Witfii Exercitationes 18 Walle, p. 356 
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© be illuſtrated by places plain and unadorned, 
et not the plain by the dark and figurative. 
Beſides - theſe objections of the Author, 
againſt the generally received doctrine of the 
Trinity; he prpfeſſes p. 128, to produce the 
principal texts ©  alledged to auth6rize prayer 
« to our Lord. Jeſus Chriſt;? I ſuppoſe he 
means diſtinct. ade reſſes to Chriſt; in particular; 
and we allow that i it will be difficult to determine 
certainly concerning ſome of them, that they 
are addreſſes to Chriſt in particular, and'diſtin?? 
from the Father and thy Spirit; nor do we ſuppoſe - 
that judicious. perſons lay. any. great ſtreſs. on 
them as ſuch. Theſe are, Acts i., a4, Aud they 
prayed and ſaid, Thou Lord which knoweſt tie | 
hearts of all men, Ge. 2 Cor. xii; 8, For "this 
thing I beſought the Lord thrice; tho the latter 
looks very much like an addreſs to Chriſt in | 
particular, by the Apoſtle's ſpeaking of the | 
power of Cum dhe upon ' him," v. 9. — On 
the former however it is agreed, that Chriſt 
ſearcheth the heart, Rey v. it. 23. The words 
are very ſtrong :. I am lie which ſearcheth the 
reins and hearts; q. d. * am that very Being, 
* whom ye have ever heard ſpoken of, as 
= ſearching the inmoſt receſſes of the mind, 
« Jex. Xvii. 20,” ( XJ. But the Author lays, ” 


Cx. Mark xili. 34, Our Lord. "Th «6 of that 7" 
« 'viz. of Judgment, and that hour knoweth no man, no 
« not the angels Which are in heaven „ neither the Son 
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« that this Wis d derived piibir ai For my 


1 


extefifive as the aprt of ſuperior 
creatures may be, I nevet could” tontelde of 


onmniſcience as communicable to a creature; 


no yet, how our Lord could judge the ſee#e/s 


cc oe the Father.” mis toilet from hence, A Ap. 
p. $4; hat Chr #4 net id any ſerfs ofhnifcicnt ; i 

anſwer tu this, ſbte $ood Critics have thought thut the 
_ verb m h ſignifies to make A ad in i Cor. ii. 2. 
72 d. * No man hath a commiſſion to make known this 


cording to the Bruel account 15 being e 
view, a ian, there is no greater difficutty in this, 
gw in AN 


than 3 in its , Lakes ſaid of 1 * chat he 


ſerve, chat this 3 of our Lora's bilge by 
a6/dem as in Saturey can only eo ſiſt Weh thefe two opi- 
nions 3 — eicher, that he had =o exifence; at all previous 
to his coming into this world ; — or that his human-na- 
ture nite of 4 body aid & Aut: fine From In Deity ;- 
{+ o ths poem of Mis Being & HU but creattt 
Hirit, defrending from neh ben am inlebitihg' n human 
body 3 there # to me as much difficulty, as any objeGion 
drawn from the ineomprehenſibleneſs of the dectrine of 
the Trinity, td conceive how ſuch a ſ6perior ſpirit, 


Mduld" be [b' far dveſted of and forget afl his former 
ideas, às to have only the limited conceptions of a child, 
and grow in wiſdom as he advanced in years; for this 
hypotheſis, firſt of all ſuppoſes him to be of a higher 
tank (and conſequently ſuperior. ſuſtre, diſcernment and 
. than all other created \Reings ; 1 and then, to 
be 


- 1 4 
"of "Oh 
of all hearts, ( Rom. ii. 16.) unleſs he is poſ- 
ſeſſed of omniſcience.— The text brought to 
prove this communicated omniſcience, relates 
to the authority which Chriſt has committed 
to him as mediator, viz. Matt. xxviii. 18, Al 
power is given me in heaven, and in earth; but 
it is a text that argues ſtrongly for his proper 
Deity, as it would otherwiſe be impoſſible for 
him to have a capacity equal to the manage- 
ment of all things. in heaven and in earth. E 
Others of the ſcriptures. quoted, as addreſſes 
to Chriſt, are more poſitive; one of Which is 
Stephen's prayer, Acts vil. 5. O And they foned 
Stephen invcking, and ſaying, 2 Feſus receive 
my ſpirit. What ſhall Mr. Lindſey do with 
this? “There is no doubt, ſays he, but Ste- 
phen made this requeſt, addreſſed this Prayer 
eto the Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” p. 129.—A molt 
akhaapy conceſſion ! He grants all we aſk. — 
WW cans — he adds, Ju the Lord with 
of ( l G WE ad 


** i * FY „ 


— — — 


be i the capacity of an infant growing up to maturity, 
and ac duiriag knowledge eraduali , as he did ſtature of 
body; which is to my mind quite an inconſiſtency, even 
tho we acknowledge, that he ſoon diſcovered himſelf, to 
have more knowledge abundantly than other children. 
Was our Lord then a mere man, that like our/elves had 
no- exiſtence before his birth into this world? He him 
felf contradicts this notion in John xvii. 5, by ſpeaking 
of the glory which he had with the Father before the world 
ab. The conſequence is obvious, that theſe, things can- 
not be zeconciled upon apy other principles than thoſe | 
of his real Diity and rea! humanity. * 


— 


a5 


dos 


Will 

10 

wal 
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00 

N | " \bis eyes, and ſo this can be no „ for 
Wl directing. prayer to- him unſeen. | — Pray, 
1 where was the greater reaſon, for praying to 
. him. ſeen than unſeen? Becauſe Stephen in a 
1 viſion? ſaw the glory of God, and the Lord 
1 Jeſus in heaven, ſtanding on, the right hand 
1 of God; was the throne of God, and Jeſus 
0 1 che right hand of God, nearer to Stephen, 
il | than they are to. thoſe. that pray now ?. — 
1 Becauſe Stephen aw the Son f Man, was he 
If: 2 greater object of worſhip, or better able to 
[1 help Stephen then if unſern? ©. But he called 
11 him the Son of Man And he called him 
1 right: One of the prophetical titles of the 
. Meſſiah, was the Sen of Man, Dan. vii. 13 : 
1110 Our Lord really was ſo; and, in his human 
al nature, he aſcended into. heaven. But if Chriſt 
1 000 

Lan was in no ſenſe greater than Son of Man, 
„ why did Stephen, when he ſaw the. glory of God, 
1 pray to Chriſt a creature, and not go immedi- 


4 &etely to God, whoſe glory he beheld ? (a) —It 

Will require ſome dexterity. upon this Gentle- 
man's principles, to. acquit even St. Stephen 
of the fame dolatry he charges ſo liberally 
on chriſtians in this dark and corrupt æra of 
the church; and as the petition of John, 
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7 God invites and commands. -us to addreſs” our- 
felves, upon all occaſions immediately to limſel If, and he 
is able to do more abundantly for us, than any other 
hs tho” ever ſo great ane perfect. 2. p. 4 37 


wv 


6 


p. 33: Amen, even ſo; romeLord Teſs! Rev. XXii. 


20, (a reply as it is to our Lord's declaration, 


ſarely, Fcome quickly, yet) is evidently a prayer to 


him to haſten his ſecond appearance; ſo unleſs 
the Author can inform us how, if Chriſt was 

a creature, he had the diſpofal of the event 
Ptayed for; and how, if Chriſt was a mere 
creature, it was more proper. to pray to im, 
whom the Apoſtle ſaw, than 70 the” Angel whom 


the Apoſtle. ſaw ; it will be hard to clear this 
Apoſtle alſo of blame, in giving that rehgious 
worſhip to a creature, which the Author fays 


very juſtly p. 137, is the incomrmunicable 
<-honour 74 prerogative of God alone.” 
Theſe things being premiſed, will confirm 
the true ſenſe of 1 Cor. i: 2, With all tlat in 


every place call upon the' name of the Lord Feſus 
Chriſt Acts ix. 14;—Mr. Lindſey informs us 
that it ſhould have been tranſlated, 24 called 


0 by the name of Chriſt, p. 132, for which 
he quotes Dr. Hammond as riglihy vouching. 
l am ſorry to have occaſion to ſay that, 
except the authority of Dr. Hammond, there 


is not the leaſt argument offered on this text. 


— All is mere aſſertion.— And this is an. un- 
happy ſpecimen of the inconſiſtency of certain 


gentlemen, who violently declaim againſt hu- 


man authorities in matters of religion; but who, 

when human authorities will ſerve their own 

turn, are as fond of them as other people. — 

8 =O Fand ſays ſo.” — Admitted, — 
G 2 en 


e 


6 


Nhat then na am grieved to find ſo great a 
nan, giving ſo indigeſted and ungrammatical 
a turn, to ſo plain a phraſe. — There is an 
unſurmountable objection to the paſſive ſigni- 
fication of ET IXAAOULE Y in this place, that W- 
the Noun immediately following it, is in te 
Accuſative caſe, whereas had the Doctor's ſenſſe 
been as right as the Author judges it, the 8 
Noun muſt have been in the Dative, as it is 
in the ſeptuagint verſion of Iſa. xliv. 3. - What 
a pity that the Author had not found out ſome 
manuſcript,” where it is itt. inſtead; of wie; 
It would have ſaved him' the trouble of refer- 
ring to Dr. Clark, for the various ſenſes. of 
calling on the name of Chriſt, when he does not 
allow of it in any ſenſe at all: But I would re- 
commend this reſearch for a future edition; at 
which time alſo, it will be very proper ta ſog- 
geſt ſome farther. authorities to-ſupport the, 
at preſent, ſtrained, diſtorted, and chimerical 
explication of Matt. xviii. 20, in which I am 
is mage to ſignify, it will be the Jame as if L 
were, p. 133. Leſs: learned and ingenious | 
people have thought, that I am in the midſt "of 
them, ſignifies the authority and ſuperinten- 
dance of Chriſt in his Church, who is Head 
over all things to the Church; as alſo his ſpi- 
ritual preſence, comfort and grace, who ſaid 
to his diſciples, I will not leave you comfortleſs. 
or deſtitute, John xiv. 18; and upon his per- | 
ſonal departure from the world, Lo J am, in 


a ſpi- 


— 
. — _ — —— 
* — — — — * — = — — =» 
— — = - — — — — — 3 — — — — Me — — _ _ — — —— 
jp Ht rt 8 — — — — — — * 1 — 1 - — — — — 
— 1 8 SY — * 2 = * 2 — — 2 —— — = — — ww N 2 Fa — — hs a—_ > —— — — —— — 
1 - — — — — — - — — * — — 
RA — _ , * Ow Su RENE oy — — — — — * my — - — — oe — A — * — 
2 —— A — —— 5 . 2 A — —— — > — — * — - - = A — a — 
3 — 4 a PET - — on * * _ — —— 2 — 0 — - . 
— £44 : — 1 * . * 
y - „ 


rc 


— 


a — 6 
— — — * 2 — 2 
— "Tx . 
3 
— — 
— — — 8 
— 2 — * B 
— 
po _— — 
— — 


2 2 — 4 
* 
3 — — 4 g EE 
— I * 0 — — 


— — —— * . 
4 » Wo 
— nn gre 


* #* ( 43> ) * 


. ſpiritual ſenſe, with po alway, even to We. 
end of the world. Matt. xxviii. 20. 
But to be ſerious. What muſt ths com- 
4 mon people think, when they obſerve men 

<«<- of parts and learning, and that appear to 

e have ſome concern for religion, quetioning 
at every turn the authentickneſs of ſuch 
« a text, doubting that ſuch a paſſage is cor-- 

* <rupted, and expreſſing their fears, that 1 in 
e this, and that, and a third place there is 
. , either a mutilation or an addition? ( 29— 
It is indeed to produce ſcepticiſm, by render- 

* EY the ſcriptures/ uncertain; and I cannot 
bot pity the cauſe chat needs ſuch ſhifts. The 
author bbſerves p. 130, on Rev. 1. 5, 6, Une 
him that hath loved" us, and auaſbed us from our 
fins. in his own blood; U hath made us kings and 
prieſts unto Gd his Fathers; to him be glory and. 

? dominion, for ever, Amen, that this paſſage 
is ſo diſturbed, that its meaning is very in- 
** concluſive,” and for this he quotes Mill and 
Wetſtein.—Mine, (J muſt confeſs the ſmall 

copy of Wetſtein's Teſtament) mentions no va- 
riation of ſo much conſequence, as to diſturb 
the uſually received meaning of the paſſage; 
and if Dr. Clark has noticed one manuſcript 

with Tou aye TiC avroc xet AGuTavTeE, Wetſtein gives 

the Alexandrine with aααεrn, (which ſupports 

our common reading) adding this canon, 


that 
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(5) Calamy on the Trinity, p. 161. 
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<< that one volume * not to authenticate: 
« a various reading, becauſe it proves nothing 
« more then the negligence of the tranſcri- 

„ber.“ (c) But even ſuppoſing Dr. Clark's 
to be the true reading, there is nothing Pe 
by it; for the chief ſtreſs of the doxology, 
lies upon the word avrs, to him be glory &c. 
and I appeal to the diſcerning Reader, if it is 

not more natural to conſider that word as re- 
ferring to Chriſt ; and the whole as an aſcrip- 


tion of praiſe to Chriſt; who is the chief ſub- 


ject of theſe two verſes; rather than to the 


Father, who is only mentioned incidentally— 


That ſuch aſcriptions are ſcripturai the Author 
* ſeems to 
| honour &c. be to him that nell on th throne, 


grant on Rev. v. 43, Bleſing and 


and - to the Lamb for ever and ever; only to 
eneryate the force of it, he ſays, „that tho - ; 
« Lamb was ſeen by John as by Stephen, Acts 
vii. 39, Which we have proved makes no 
e That the Lamb is not ſaid to be on 
<«< the throne; but, tanding in the midſt of it,” 
which. amounts to the ſame. That it ſhould, 
<« rather be read before the midſt of the 
55 throne,” - which I could never make out 
— That this honour 
« was given to him on account of his being 
Fe the, Lamb Hain. at Wn nobody. denies as 
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A 64.45 Unus codex non facit variantem leQionem, 
“ quia arguit incuriam deſeriptoris. Can. ix, 


. 


ant ground of it; the only quien ki, 


whether it is due to him as Go alſo „ 
But Mr. Lindſey not only ſtrivesꝭ to weaken 
or or explain away, the texts that favour the op- 
poſite ſcheme to his, but labours hard to prove 
worſhip to Chriſt in the very nature of things 
abſurd and unlauful.— He tells us p. 120, © that 
«+ Chriſt himſelf prayed to his Father and his 
God,“ and ſo while on earth he did. It was 
his ſtate of humiliation, and in that ſtate 77. be- 
loved him to be made like unto thoſe, whom he did 
the honour to call his brethren. As the children 
were partakers. of fleſh and blood, he alſo himſelf 
likewiſe took part of the ſame, and was in all 


| points tempted as they are, yet without fin, that | 
in the character of their High Prieſt he might 


be touched "with the feeling of the infirmities of 
hers, Heb, ii. iii. iv: As a part of his cha- 
Ker therefore he. prayed ; without that he 

would inot have been in 400 things like unto 
; them z. (d) yea there is a ſenſe in which he is 


even now Praying | to the Father; as the inter- 


e 6 5 ceſſor 
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. It has been aſked, If Chriſt is God and there 
is only one God, to whom did Chriſt pray while on 
„ earth? Did he pray to himſelf?” And there would 
be ſome force in this objection, were it not ſtrenu- 
ouſly. inſiſted, that the Chriſt was, in one reſpect, truly 
| FY man, notwithſtanding the incomprehenſible union 


* between the human nature and the divine; and tho“ 


we do not ſuppoſe the Godhead to conſiſt of rhree /zpa- 
Len 11 Aoi RR ra 
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* lvocate of his kinds yet all this 
doe that there is not a higher re- 
ſprct td he paid to him than as Mediator. 
e Bur ft is ald p. 121, that prayer to Chriſt 
e himſelf is prohibited in words as expreſs 

as can be uſed;“ and this preſumed pro- 
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1 hibirion -. John xvi, 23, In that day ye ſhall 
15 = aſe me nothing; verily verily, whatſoever ye all 
w_— 4ſt the Father in my name, he'will. give it you; 
ml the meaning of which let us endeavour to ſtate. 
14 — The Diſciples of Chriſt were very uninform 
5 ed, and did not underſtand their Maſter's diſ- 
. courſes. They came frequently to him there- 
1 fore, to aſk him queſtions, for the explanation 
. of his doctrine. Our Lord perceiving v. 19, 
* that they as uſual wiſhed to propoſe ſomething 
Wo to him, tells them, that after his reſurreQion, 


* 
—— — 
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the Holy Spirit ſhould: be poured out in full 
meaſure on them; and they ſhould de ſo ſu- 
pernaturally inſtrußted, as not to n, 
of his perſonal preſence, in order to. propaſ⸗ ; 
5 d difficult queſtions to him, («js oux wpwruotTs o 

ee non imterrogabitis quicgam, Mont.) : How- 

| ever that they might not, forward as ſome of 
y 
| 
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rate 4 Bae (whatever chat awful and myſterious dif- 
1 tinction is whereby God appears to us as Father, Son, 
N . and Holy Ghoſt,) there can be no abſurdity i in ſaying. 
mr that our Lord prayed to God as the Father, fince we do 
"616 . not mean by this expreſſion, that as Cad the Son, he 
prayed to God the Father; but as the ſuffering Man Chrift 


1 


Jefor, ® and as our great exemplar and advocate. * 
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ne 
them were, fancy that they would be indepen- 


dent of him or the Father; nor fink on the 


bother hand, into deſpondency at his departure 
from them; he directs them to an acceptable 

method of ſeeking the good things they wanted, 
aſſuring them of ſucceſs; — this was to pray 
to the Father, at the ſame time addreſſing 
him, the Son, and committing their petitions 
into his hands, who preſents the prayers of all 
ſaints before the throne, with much incenſe, Rev. 
viii. 3; an office which, we have ſeen, he 
could not be qualified for, if he were not 
poſſeſſed of omniſcience, and conſequently 
God. — The very expreſſion in my name, 
ſhews that there muſt be a practical regard to 
Chriſt, in all prayer that is acceptable; and 
if the chriſtians of the apoſtolic-age, did not 
conſider this text, as a prohibition of prayer 
ro their Lord; but did a#ually pray to him : 
If Stephen prayed to him 70 receive his ſpirit, 
and Paul committed his ſoul to him, 2 Tim. 1. 
12, then nothing can be deduced from this 
_ paſſage, to the prejudice of the doctrine I am 
_ pleading for; divine worſhip to Chriſt. 

* But this is to confound ideas, we are 
« informed p. 127, for if Chriſt is God to 
« .whom prayer is to be offered, he cannot be 
e mediator to offer up theſe Prayers.“ Great 
is the myſtery of Godlineſs, 1 Tim. iii. 16, nor 
wu there be any wonder, if we were to 
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8 obſcurely on ſuhjects ſo much above 
our reach, as God and the heavenly world 
are. If the very happineſs of heaven, is dif- 
ferent from any thing that has ever entered 
into the heart of man to conceive of, much 
more muſt God himſelf be unſearchable ; yet, 
E think I could form an idea, in ſame. mea- 
ture clear and diſtin, of a king, as 4 legiſia- 
tor, enacting a law with certain penalties, (a 
heavy fine ſuppoſe] annexed in caſe of diſobe- 
dienee; and how this ſame king might, as 2 
private individual, diſcharge this fine, in order 
at once to ſecure the honour of the law, and 
free certain penitent delinquents ſrom the pe- 
nalty of that law; and how theſe offenders 
might petition the king, as à legiſlator, to par- 
don their offence, on account of what he, 46 4 
private perſon, had done to procure their par- 
don; yea, and how theſe criminals might ſo- 
licit the King alone and privately, that when, as 
the public Ruler of his people, he e 
pardon to certain eruninals, he would, mention 
them allo ; and that in this their private peri- 
tion, they might pay him, at one and the. ſame 
time, the reſpect 651 ſovercign, and that of me- 
diator to his laws and himſelf as the public 
magiſtratę, the guardian of the law, — In like 
manner, (with reyerence; be it ſpoken) I, can 
ke. no, inconſiſtency, in ſpeaking. of the. Mof 
High, exiſting in. the perſon. of the. Father, a8 
the public Moral-Governor of the world ; and 
| * =. 


. 


of the Son, as paying the penalty of the law; for p 


the ſins of men; (e) and therefore no incon- 
Giſtency, in praying to God as the Father, for 


pardon, on account of what he as the Son, did 
to procure this bleſſing; or in praying to him 
as the Son, to number us among thoſe, who 
will at laſt be publickly recognized, as the re- 


Cl 4) Among other enquiries, arifing from the nipite- 
rious inteicacy of the ſubjeQ; ot rather from the Harrow- 


nefs of our conceptions, this has been one, How could. 


«« the Son of God make infinite ſatisfation, ſeeing that 


« as God, he could : not poſſibly ſuffer; and only the 


« human nature of Chriſt ſuffered ? A proper anſwer 
to which is, that by virtue of the union between 
«© the human nature and the divine, the divine nature 
« ſtamped dignity and value on the ſufferings which the 
« human nature endured; in ſome ſuch way perhaps, 
as our Lord himſelf hiored at, Matt. xxiii. 19, by the 
altar ſancti ping, i. e. putting value into the gift upon 
it; or as that benefit which the king does even in the 
way of a private benefuctor, confers a farther honour, as 
a royal donation. The apoſtle Paul is generally under- 
ſtood, to refer to this value, which the divine nature of 
Chriſt put into the ſufferings of the human nature, 
in Heb. ix. 14, where Chriſt is ſpoken of as having, 


through the Eternal Spirit, offered himſelf, Kc. The 


learned Mr. Pierce candidly remarks, on the prefera- 
bleneſs of our preſent reading, $14 TrevuaTos eue; 
and that ** the nature of the Author's argument ſeems 
„ to lead us to conſider this Spirit as ſignifying the 
„ A, or divine nature of our Lord, ſince he is ie 
forth the inttinfic worth and excellency of his ring; 
accordingly he r in 2 paraphraſe, the Eternal 
Spirit. 


1 
1 
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deemed of the Lord; eſpecially, as our Lord 
| Jeſus Chriſt is, in tis human nature alſo, re- 
preſented' as being in heaven and making in 
+ terceſhon; tho* the manner of doing it even 
the Author acknowledges that he cannot ex- 
plain it. Ap. p. 126.—As to plain Chriſtians, 
p. 217, they are in general contented with 
praying to the Fatheyi py means of the Son, 
.thro* the influence afſd grace of the Holy 
Spirit, and honouring each as God, and as 
beating diſtinct offices in the work of falva- 
tion; without entering into nice and ſubtile 
* "difquiſitions how this can be ?” (f) and there 
is little danger of their being bewildered, un- 
leſs their teachers pugalc them by too critical N 
enquiries 
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** 
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(f) By this means too Mr. Lindſey's tumbling block, 
which he profeſſes he knows not. hoqw to get over, (Sermon 
at Eſex Honſe, p. 23. Note) is very eaſily removed; and 
each of the divine perſons have proper and ſupreme 
worſhip. — Plain Chriſtians are not ſo quick-lighted to 
theſe difficulties. —As to the omiſſion of this doctrine in 

the Lord's prayer, as it is called; not to mention that 
we do not read any where in ſcripture, of the diſciples 
keeping cloſe in their devotions to the letter of this 
prayer; the untruth of. the docttine is no more to be 

argued from its not being particularly deſeribed here, 

than that of other important matters (ſuch as the death, 
reſurrection and mediation of Chriſi in which alſo the 
diſciples were very dark, until the deſcent of t the Spirit 
upon them; but our Lord 4 ſuggeſt the worſhip due 
to the Son and Spirit in the baptiſmal form, and the 
conduct of the apoſtles afterwards is a pradical expaſi- 
tion of the ſenſe in which they underſtood it,. 
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enquiries into the modus of ſubjects confeſſedly 
inexplicable. But it is eaſy on ſuch a ſubject 
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to darken counſel by words without know- 
ledge, and in talking of the infinite nature 


of God to loſe and confound ourſelves, and 


to think we argue very ſubtily, whilſt we 


only diſcover. our own raſhneſs and igno- 


rance. It is the eaſieſt thing in the world, 


when talking of things ſo remote from our 
e apprehenſions, to raiſe difficulties; and if I 


were diſpoſed or could allow my ſelf to take 
raſh liberties on ſuch awful fte ts, I could 


product things with regard to the eternity of 


God, his immenſity, and ' other ungueſtionable 


attributes of the divine nature, which would 
© carry as great an appearance of contradiction, 


as what this Writer offers concerning the bleſſed 
Trinity. I own it is a myſtery, and if we 


muſt have a religion without myſteries, we 
muſt caſt off natural religion itſelf, and 
have recourſe to downright atheiſm, which 


yet involves the moſt unintelligible myſte- 
ries of all.” Leland's 3 to Tindal, Vol. 


1 P. 450. 


1 have thus endeavoured to follow the Rev. 


Apologiſt, thro”. the argumentative part of his 
perforinance ; and I hope have made it ap- 
pear, that there are in the Bible clear evi- 


dences of worſhip to the Son and Spirit of 


God; and if fo, the Common-Prayer Book 
lh not be altered for the better, by expung- 


| ing 


| 
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6540 
ing theſe articles out of it.— The Author ſays, 


p. 444, © that the Holy Ghoſt is nor in ſerip- 
ce ture called God I cannot make any other 


ſenſe of 2 Cor. v. g, He that hath wrought you 


for this ſelf. ſame thing, i. e. heaven, 17 God, for 


this is the peouliar office of the Holy Spirit; 


nor of Acts v. 4, where lying to the Holy Ghoſt; 
is ſaid to, be Wing not to men but to God, (g 
nor underſtand otherwiſe, how blaſphemy 
againhſt the Holy Ghoſt, ſhould be deemed}; 
ſo much more aggravated a crime, than that 
againſt the Son, that it was pronounced alto. 
yether. #hpatdonable, Matt. xii. 31: ( — As 
the ſpirit of a man is not a Being different from 
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42 « Ananas did in ſuch a ſenſe lie to ne Holy 
© Ghoſt, as that when he did ſothe might be ſaid to lie 


2e. unto, God. Now there are but two ſenſes that | know 


CO of i in which he could poſſibly do this; either to him 


4 [che Spirit] , as truly and ' properly | Cod, or elſe to him, | 


60 off acki by divine authority, and ſo 1 52 to God. 
4e But he did noꝶſie to the Holy Spirit metely as acting 
„ by divine aut rity 3 for had he done ſo, he might 
& be ſaid to have lied unto Peter, he alſo acting by di- 
4% vine authority; yet this he is declared not to have 
ce. "Jdne, for ke did not lie unto men, (L e. the /in was not 
4 againſt men.) Wherefore it follows, that the Holy 
„Spirit to hom he thus lied, ib truly and properly 
% God.“ Reply to a Letter to Mr. C. Evans, p. 38—39. 
. 7 T We are not, ſays Mr. Emlyn, (Apology, p. 
1 x 144) called the ſerwants or people of the Holy Ghoſt ;'? 
but ke ſhoald have remembered, that the thing is plain- 
* * in man Plast, ſuch as Acts xvi. 6 by being 
Fi: | . forbidden 


0 55 ) * 


the man hindelfs ſo the Spirit of God is no other 
than God. 1 Cor, 1. Ty 11. CT 1 _— | 
done. 1,2 : 
Reader! Beware of n his diſpute 
negligently, as a matter of ſimple ſpeculation. 
It is a doctrine that muſt needs enter into 
the very nature of practical religion. Search 
the ſcriptures; pray for divine illumination; 
and judge which is the ſcripture- doctriue, that 
of the Apology or its humble Replier. — If 
divine, titles, honours and worſhip are given 
to the Son and Spirit, — if prayer is made to 
them; then do they partake of Deity; they 
are, with; the Father, the one God: bleſſed for 
ever; and the © whole chriſtian church in the 
< apoſtolic age, made up of. Jews and Gen- 
tiles, th called Nazarenes, were not Unita- | 
rians,” p. 161; by that this doctrine ſhould 
in our days raid: an"objettion againſt Chriftia- 
nity, in the minds of unbelieving Jews and of 
Heathens, is no more to be wondered at, 
than that the ſame goſpel was of old, to the 
Fews a Stumbling-black, and to the Greeks fooliſh- 
_ neſs, 1 Cor. i. 23. Nay i it has no worſe treat- 
ment 


* 
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forbidden of the Holy Ghoſt ; and Acts xx. 28, by being 
made overſeers of the church by the Holy Ghoſt ; and 1 Cor. 
vi. 19, by being the temples of the Holy Ghoſt, i. e. tem- 
ples conſecrated to the Holy Ghoſt ; expreſſions which, 
if they do not carry in them the idea of accountab/ene/s 
and dewvotedne/s to the Holy Ghoſt, I cannot reduce to 
any rational meaning. 
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ment from them, than is prattically given to it 
by: moſt men in thoſe countries that are called 


Chriſtian.— We are not, in order to gain con- 


-verts, to bring chriſtianity to the depraved 
ſtandard of Jews, Mahometans and Pagans.— 
That would be making that crooked, which 

God has made ſtrait. — It rather becomes us 
to pray that God may ine into their ; hearts, 
lo give them the knowledge of the glory of Cod, 
in the face of Feſus Chriſt. 2 Cor. iv. 6. And 

that their minds may be ſubdued to a humble : 
obedience to the faith. Rom. 1 5. Even . 
Lord Jeſus come quickly! EX n 
I am no farther concerned in the diſpute 
" 1 the Rev. Author and his ſuperiors in 
the Of 
ſides may be directed to that, which is for the 
honour of God; and that affairs may he diſ- 
Poſed ſo, as to promote lat is much wanted, 
4 aa 2 in e 1 95 . 
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h, than my earneſt prayers, that both 
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